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ADMINISTRATION— 
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2. Public duty— ir of public bri vidence of duty— 
Evidence of anions of dunes of duty—Admissibility.— 
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Debt—Right of ignee to sue—Agreement to pay money 
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BANKER— 
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384 
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3. Distress—Mo: Attornment—Surrender by operation of 
law—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), 8. 42.—Johnson, 
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4. udulent preference—Revocable instrument—Restitution of 
trust funds—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 48.— 
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5. Life interest—Forfeiture on bankruptcy—Colonial bankruptcy 
—English domicil— Property not ‘‘ vested in or payable to” 
=_— trustee.— Hayward v. Hayward, OH.D. KEKEWIOH, J., §.J. 
36 

6. Pension—Officer retired from the Army—Appropriation of 
pay or salary—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 53, 
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7. Practice — Appeal — Date of receiving order.—Aaatz, Re, 
Carlhian, Ex parte, BKoY., 8.J, 408 
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man, Ex parte, BKOY., 8.J. 408 
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—Damages in divorce suit—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 
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10. Volun settlement—-Protection of purchaser—Bankruptcy | 
Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c, 52), s. 47.—Carter and Kenderdine, Re, | 


CH.D. NORTH, J., 8.J. 274; app. §.J. 384 








BILL of EXCHANGE— 

1. Cheque—Liability of bankers—Collecting crossed cheque for 
customer—Cheque applied to payment of overdraft—Bills of 
Exchange Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 61), s. 82.—COlarke v. London 
and County Bank, Q.8.D., §.J. 352; W.R. 383 

2. Cheque—Payee a fictitious or non-existing person—Bills of 
Exchange Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 61), ss. 2, 7, sub-section 3.— 
Clutton v. Attenborough, H.L., W.R. 276 


BILL of SALE— 

Plant substituted for plant described in the bill—Horses—Bills 
of Sale Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. co. 43), 8. 6.—Squier & Co., Re, 
Q.B.D., §.J. 243 

See also Landlord and Tenant, 1 


CHARITY— 
1. Charity Commissioners—Scheme under Endowed Schools 
Acts—Recommendation of woman as almoner—Refusal of Com- 


missioners to appoint—Mandamus—Discretionary power of court 
to grant p ive writ—Alternative remedy—Christ’s Hospital 
Foundation inistration Scheme, 1890, clauses 19 and 143.— 
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holders—Reduction of capital ing class prejadicially—Altera- 
tion of voting rights.—Colmer, Re, CH.D. ROMER, J., 8.J, 333; W.R. 
343 


3. Debentures—Agreement to take—Failure to pay instalments 
ific performance—Damages.—South African Territories v. 
Wallington, arr., 8.J, 422 
4. Debentures—Floating security —Condition a company 
to carry on business until default for certain period 
ty.—-Government Stock Investment Co. v. 
Manila Railway Co., 4.L., W.R. 353 
5. Debenture — Floating security — Foreclosure — Debenture 
holders’ action for foreclosure—Absence of one debenture-holder. 
—Continental Oxygen Co., Re, Elias v. Continental Oxygen Co., 
CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., §.J. 296; W.R. 313 
6. Memorandum of association—Alteration of articles—Increase 
of capital—Preference shares—Rights of shareholders—Companies 
Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89) ss. 12, 50, 51.—Andrews v. Gas 
Meter Co., apr., 8.J. 255; W.R. 321 
Li way mete Pol ng By yy 95 Vieh. 0 80), 
company by i m2 C. 
ss. 56, 58, 59, 61.—Grosvenor Terminus Hotel Co., Re, APv., 8.3. 365 
Shares—Con: of Under- 


8. Cen me Mr | acceptance— 
writing—Irrevocable authority—Misrepresentation.—Oonsort Deep 
Level Gold Mines, Re, Stark, Ex parte, OH.D. NORTH, J., W.R. 227 
9. Shares—Issue of paid-up shares—Registered contract—Issue 
at undervalue— of holder—Companies Act, 1867 (30 & 31 
Vict. c. 131), 8. 25.—Wragg, Re, apr., 8.3. 385 : 

10. Shares—Shares issued at a discount—Adjustment of rights 
of contributories inter se—Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. o. 
89), s. 383—Companies Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vict. c. 131), s. 25.— 
Welton v. Saffery, H.1., 8.J. 437 : 

11. Winding up—Costs—Creditor and company by 


appearing 
the same solicitors—‘ Usual order.” —Brighton Marine Palace 
Pier Co., Re, OH.D, BYRNE, J., 8.J, 267 
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12. Winding up—Debentures covering assets—Debentures issued CRIMINAL LAW— 


in fraud of creditors—13 Eliz. c. 5, ss. 1 and 2—Inquiry as to 
hcg of debentures.— London Health Electrical Institute, Re, aPP., 
. 275 
13. bce up—De facto auditors—Officers of the company— 
Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, s. 10.— Western Counties Steam 
Bakeries and Milling Co., Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J. 365; W.R. 
263 


14. Winding up—Set-off—Moneys collected for company— Debt 
due from company.—Monkwearmouth Flour Mill Co. v. Lightfoot, 
Q.B.D., 8.J, 407 

15. Winding up—Substratum of company gone—Company 
formed to work mines “in West Australia or elsewhere ’— 
Original mine abandoned—Proposal to uire and work mine in 
another colony.—Coolgardie Consolidated Gold Mines, Re, app., §.J. 
365 


16. Winding up—Voluntary winding up—Transfer of shares 
after commencement of winding up with consent of liquidator— 
Alteration of status—Contributories—Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 
26 Vict. c. 89), ss. 38, 131, 153.—National Bank of Wales, Re, APP., 
W.R. 401 

See also Landlord and Tenant, 1; Probate, 1 


COMPENSATION— 
See Railway, 1; Vendor and Purchaser, 2 


CONTEMPT— 
Committal—Injunction—Aiding and abetting breach of injunc- 
tion.—Seaward v. Paterson, CH.D. NORTH, J., 8.3. 257 


CONTRACT— 
1. Building contract—Construction of—Clause as to penalties for 
i penaes ordered by architect.—Dodd v. Churton, arp., 8.J. 


2. Indemnity—Right of persons beneficially interested to sue in 
their own name—Surety—Set off.—Alcoy Railway Oo. v. Greenhill, 
CH.D. STIRLING, J., §.J. 330 

3. Principal and agent—Liability of agent—Warranty of 
authority—Contract by public servant on behalf of Crowa.—Dunn 
v. Macdonald, arr., §.J. 348; W.R. 355 

4. Sale of land—Statute of Frauds—Uncertainty—Parcele— 
Extrinsic evidence.— Plant v. Bourne, OH.D. BYRNE, J., § J, 406 

5. Specific performance—Undisclosed vendor—Acceptance by 
agent—Reference in contract to an unsigned document—Terms of 
contract—Statute of Frauds (29 Car. 2, c. 3), 8. 4.—Vfilby v. 
Hounsell, CH.D. ROMER, J., W.R. 232 

6. Vendor and purchaser—Sale of land—Concluded agreement 
—Correspondence—Enquiry as to time for completion—Implication 
of reasonable time—New term in acceptance.—Simpson v. Hughes, 
app., 8.J. 330 

See also Company, 8-10; Gaming, 3; Poor Law, 1; Railway, 

2; Vendor and Purchaser, 2 


CONVEYANCING ACTS— 
See Landlord and Tenant, 4; Light 


1. Picture — Assignment of ‘‘ wood engraving copyright” — 
Indivisibility of copyright-—Lioenee— Reproduction by nee” 
—— v. New Publishing Vo., OH.D. KEKEWIOH, J., 

2. Picture—Copy of central figure—Sentiment of picture.— Brooks 
v. Religious Tract Society, CH.D. ROMER, J., §.J. 333 

3. Registration—Validity—Literary Copyright Act, 1842 (5 & 6 
Vict. c. 45), ss. 18, 24—Fine Arts pyright Act, 1862 (25 & 26 
og c. 68), ss. 1-4.— Petty v. Taylor, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 


CORPORATION— 
See Local Government, 3 


cosTs— : 
See Company, 11; Married Woman, 1, 3; Practice, 1, 2, 5-9; 
Solicitor, 1-6; Trade-mark, 1 


COUNTY COURT— 

1, Execution—Claim to seized—Sale by bailiff—Title of 
purchaser—County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 43), s. 156.— 
Gvodlock v. Cousins, Q.B.D., W.R, 303; app., W.R. 369 

2. Practice— Summons out of the district—Discretion of judge to 
grant leave for such summons to be issued—County Court Act, 
1888 (51 & 52 Vict. co. 43), s. 74—Ord. 5, r. 9a, of Count Court 
Rales, 1889.—eg. v. Turner (Judge), .B.D., 8.J. 275; W.R, 316 

See also Married Woman, 1; Master and Servant, 2; River, 1 


CuVENANT— 
_ See Easement; Landlord and Tenant, 2-4; Licensing Law, 2 





ete) 


Embezzlement — Assistant overseer — Rural parish — Form of 
indictment—Local Government Act, 1894 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 73), s. 
5 (1), (2) (ec); s.6(1); 8.81 (3).—Reg. v. Smaliman, 0.0.8., W.R. 249 

See also Ecclesiastical Law 





cROWN— 


See Administration,1; Contract, 3 


DIVORCE— 


1, Permanent maintenance—Full inquiry on petition for alimony 
pendente lite—Procedure—Husband’s income— Voluntary allowance 
to husband.—Bonsor v. Bonsor P.D. & A.D., W.R. 304 

2. Sn ae ARR ae gral yee ge = | rty—Inability to prove 
adultery—Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vict. c. 85), ss. 
27, 28; Divorce Rules 2, 4, 5, 6.—Saunders v. Saunders, app., 8.J. 
404 


See also Bankruptcy, 9 


DOMICIL— 


Residence abroad—Animus revertendi.—Wills Sandford v. Wills 
Sandford, CH.D. NORTH, J., 8.J. 366 
See also Bankruptcy, 5; Settled Land, 2 


EASEMENT— 


Right of way—Easement in gross—Covenant with yearly tenant 
and his ‘‘ heirs and assigns””—Alteration of grantee’s interest in 
the dominant tenement—Estoppel.— Rymer v. McIlroy, OB.D. 
BYRNE, J., W.R. 411 


ECCLESIASTICAL LAW— 


Brawling in churchyard—‘‘ Any person ~ & 24 
Vict. c. 32, s. 2.—Vallancey v. Fletcher, 9.B.D., W.R. 367 


ELECTION LAW— 


1. Registration—Parliamentary franchise—Borough vote—Dis- 
qualifying alms—Almspeople in almshouses—Lands vested in alms- 
people—Reform Act, 1832 (2 & 3 Will. 4, c. 45), 8. 36.—Cowen v. 
Kingston-upon-Hull (Town Clerk), 0.B.D., W.R. 413 

2. Registration—Parliament—Franchise—Objection to name— 
—Closing the list—Parliamentary and Municipal Registration Act, 
1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 26), s. 40, sub-sections 8, 9, 10, 11.—Reg. v. 
Soden, Q.B.D., W.R, 234 

3. School board—Elementary Education Acts—Ballot papers— 
Validity of—Voting by crosses instead of figures—Mode of counting 
crosses—General Order of Privy Council of August 1, 1855.— 
Morris v. Beves, Q.B.D., §.J. 313 


ESTOPPEL— 


See River, 1; Vendor and Purchaser, 4 


EXECUTOR— 


1, Acting before probate—Delay in proving will— Wilful 
default.—Stevens, Re, Sooke v. Stevens, CH.D. NORTH, J., W.R. 284 
2. Injunction restraining bankrupt executor from acting—Appli- 
cation oe co-executor—No receiver.—Bowen v. Phillips, OH.D. 
KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 286 
See also Limitations, Statute of ; Probate, 1 


FACTORY— 


Workshops—Work carried on in workshop on Sunday—‘‘ Open 
for traffic on Sunday ’’—Meaning of—Factory and Workshop Act, 
1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 16), s. 51.—Goldstein v. Vaughan, Q.B.D., 
W.R. 399 

See also Justices, 3 


FIXTURE— 


1, Mortgagor and mortgagee—Gas-engine fixed to the soil— 
Intention of affixers, how far material—Right of owner, by contract 
with mortgagor, to remove engine—Mortgagee taking possession 
without notice of contract.—Hobson v. Gorringe, APP., W.R. 356 

2. Natural history museum—Mansion house—Settled property 
—Tenant for life and trustee in bankruptcy of late owner.— Hill 
(Viscount) v. Bullock, OH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 8.J. 438 


FRAUDS, STATUTE of— 


Absolute conveyance—Trust—Proof by parol evidence—Fraud— 
Laches — Delay — Frauds, Statute of, s. 7.—Rochefoucauld v. 
Boustead, app., W.R, 272 

See also Contract, 4, 5; Vendor and Purchaser, 2 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY— 


Dispute—Expulsion of member—Jurisdiction of court—Friendly 
Societies Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 60), s. 22—Friendly Societies 
Act, 1895 (58 & 59 Vict. c. 26), a. 10, sub-section 1.—Palliser v. 
Dale, apr., W.R. 291 
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GAMING— 

1. Betting—House used for payment of bets made elsewhere— 
Betting House Act, 1553 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 119), ss. 1, 3.—Bradfurd 
y. Dawson, Q.B.D., W.R. 347 

2. Betting—*‘ Other place ’’—Tattersall’s ring—User—Betting 
Houses Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 119), s. 3.—Hawke v. Dunn, 
Q.B.D., §.J. 351; W.R. 359 

3. Money paid i in respect of wagering contract—Loan—Gamin 
Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Vict. c. 9), s. 1.—Uarney v. Plimmer, appP., 8.J. 
403 ; W.R. 385 


HEIRLOOMS— 
See Settled Land, 4; Trustee, 2 


INFANT— 
See Solicitor, 1 


INJUNCTION— 
See Contempt ; Executor, 2; Nuisance, 2 


INLAND REVENUE— 

1. Estate duty—Exemption—Property a by a will or dis- 
position—Power of appointment exercised by will—Finance Act, 
1894, s, 21 (1).—Atlorney-General v. Dodington, Q.B.D., 8.J. 406 

2. Estate duty—Settlement estate duty—Settlement of p os 
by will—Settlement of part, contingent settlement of resi 
Finance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. o. 30), s. 5 (1).— Attorney-General 
v. Fairley, a.3.D., 8.3. 439 

3. Income tax——Building society—Advances to borrowing mem- 
bers—Mortgage—Borrowers’ periodical repayments—Deductions— 
Interest charged on advances—16 & 17 Vict. c. 34, s. 40, Schedules 
A and D.—Leeds Building Society v. Mallandaine, Q.B.D., 8.J. 424 

4. Income tax—County council—Interest received by county 
council on loans to other public bodies—Deductions—16 & 17 Vict. 
¢. 34, Schedule D.—Zondon County Council v. Grove, app., W.R. 279 

5. Probate duty—-Undistributed residuary estate of English 
testator—Residuary legatee—Foreign assets.—Sudeley (Lord) v. 
Attorney-General, H.L., W. R. 305 

6. Stamp duty—Debenture redeemable at a premium—Market- 
able security—Mortgage—Stamp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 39).— 
Rowell v. Inland Revenue Commissioners, Q.B.D., §.J. 407 

7. Stamp duty—Marketable security —Bond of foreign company 
—Security ‘‘ issued,” ‘‘ offered for subscription,” or ‘‘ assigned or 
transferred” in United Kingdom—Stamp Act, 1891 (54 & $5 Vict. 
c. 39), s. 82, sub-section 1 (b).— Chicago Railway Terminal Elevator 
S v. Inland Revenue Commissioners, APP., W.R. 242 

8. Stamp duty— Voluntary disposition—Death of donor within 
twelve months—Incidence of duty—Customs and Inland Revenue 
Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 12), ss. 38, 39—Customs and Inland 
Revenue Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 7), 8. 11.—Foster, Re, Thomas 
v. Foster, OH.D. KEKEWIOH, J., §.J. 242; W.R. 333 

9. Succession duty—‘‘ New succession ’—Annuity—“ Valuable 
consideration in money or money’s worth ”—Succession Duty Act, 
1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 51), ss. 2, 15, 17, 18.—Attorney-General v. 
Wolverton (Lord), apr., W.R. 236 


INNKEEPER— 
Duty to provide accommodation—Traveller—Right to remain in 
inn.—Lamond v. Richard, apr., 8.3. 292; W.R. 289 


INSURANCE— 

Marine—Reinsurance—Description of vere © | policy—“ To 
any port or ports, place or places, in any “ For thirty 
days Ww. — at final port -Sineaing ral —Crocker v. Sturge, 

Q.B.D 271 


JUSTICES— 

1, Evidence — Discretion — Mandamus — Sum Jurisdiction 
oy 1848 (11 & 12 Vict. c. 43), s. 14.—Reg. v. Knight, o.B.D., 8.J. 
276 

2. Jurisdiction — Search warrant — Information — Reasonable 
suspicion of felony—Sufficiency of information. —Jones v. German, 
app., 8.J. 240; W.R. 278 

3. Mitigation of penalties—Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879 (42 
& 43 Vict. c. 49), s. 4—Cotton Cloth Factories Act, 1889 (52 & 53 
Vict. 62), s. 13.—Osborn v. — i D., W.R. 319 

See also Married Woman, 1, 2; Mines; Vaccination, 2 


LANDLORD and TENANT— 

1. Com —Mining lease— Distress for rent—Express power to 
seize chattels of a adjoining mine—Bill of sale—Registra- 
tion—Bills of Sale Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 31), as. 4, 6—Volun- 
tary winding up—Debenture-holders’ action—Priority of landlord 
to debenture-holders.— Roundwood Colliery Co., Re, v. Round- 
wood Oolliery Oo., arp. 8.J. 240; W.RB. 324 





2. Lene —-Goeenaat ty ee ee rates, and duties 
imposed in respect of the premises—Oost or Liabil- 
ity of lessee.—Brett v. Rogers, Q.B.D., 8.J, 258 ; 8; WE. 

3. Renee Conmnnat Ny Sours 98 3 SSS Se ee oe 

successors—Assign of lessee not named 
—assign whether bound—Proviso for abatement of rent on obser- 
vance of covenant—Assign of lessee whether entitled to benefit of 
Pit . Southend Had Coy a8? 8.384 
— White v. Southend Hotel Co., arp., 8.J. 384 


4. Lease—Covenant to weyancing Act, 1881, s. 1 
—Snafficiency of notice.— v. Nokes, OH.D. sane | ° 
242 

5. Negli House let in dangerous condition—Defective 


staircase—Injury to tenant’s workman—Liability.—Lane v. Cox, 
arp., W.R. 261 
See also Water 


LEASE— 


See Landlord and Tenant, 1-4 ; Settled Land, 3, 5; Solicitor, 
5; Water; Will, 3,4 


LICENSING LAW— 


1. Constable demanding admission to licensed premises—Private 
room—Refusal by keeper of licensed premises—Licensing Aet, 1874 
37 Pi 38 Vict. c. 49), s. 16.—Duncan v. Dowding, Q.B.D., 8.J. 352; 

383 

2. Licence—Implied covenant—Surrender—Licensing Act, 1872 

~ & 36 Vict. c. 94), s. 50.—Lacon v. Laceby, CH.D, NORTH, J., 
405 

3. Licence—Intoxicating liquors—Exemption claimed under 56 
Geo. 3, c. 67—Licensing Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 94), s. 3.— 
Killin v. Swatton, 2.B.D., W.R. 235 

4. Sale during prohibited hours —Bond fide traveller—Consump- 
tion off the premises—Licensing Act, 1874 Ag & 38 Vict. c. 49), ss. 
9, 10.—Mountifield v. Ward, 0.3.D., W.R, 288 


LIGHT— 


Implied t—Derogation —Obstruction—Damages—OConvey- 
ancing and Law of Property Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 41), 8. 6.— 
Broomfield v. Williams, apP., §.J. 348 


LIMITATION, STATUTES of— 


Administrator—lnjury committed by the intestate—Continuing 
tis ry—Statute—3 & 4 Will. 4, c. Xo, 8. 2.—Jenks v. Clifden 
oy CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 8.J, 350 
also Solicitor, 2 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT— 


1. Building plans—Refusal to approve—Action for mandamus.— 
Smith v. Chorley District Council, a, 8.J. 422 

2. eng cadieee —Brickfield—3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 90, 8, 33 

—‘‘ Houses, property other than land »—Land.— 
Rutner v. Crayford ish Council, Q.B.D., §.J, 368 

3. Munici corporation—Burgess—Minutes of reece es of 
council—Right to inspect—Committees—M 
Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 50), s. 233.—Williams v. aie eed 
rg tag veda ata pin Duty — by Act 

4. Pu th 
of Parliament—Trespass— ene to Becretary State— West 
Hartlepool Extension and Im t Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 
113), ss. 80, 349—Public Act, 1875, s. 268.— West Hartlepool 
(Mayor) v. ‘Robinson, OH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J. 257; W.R. 312 

5. Street—Pavi expenses—National school—‘‘ Charge u 
ee wners”—Enforcement of charge by sale or 

Public Health Act, 1855 (38 & 39 waren ee 150, 

257 l Sites Act, 1841 (4 & 5 Vict oc. 38), s. ee Die- 
trict Cuuncil v. Smith, OH.D, KEKEWIOH, J., owe 231 ; » BJ. 
423 

6. ‘ Street’’—Urban erg ey of “street” in urban 
authority—Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55) s. 149.— 

386 


Restriction 
Public Health red 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), s. 52.—Hudderajield 
——— v. Ravensthorpe District Council, OH.D. NORTH, J., 8.J. 


See also Criminal Law; Vaccination, 3 


LONDON BUILDING ACTS— 

See Metropolis, 1-4 
LUNACY— me - 

Lunatic — Payment out — Foreign subject — Lunatic ward of 
foreign court entitled to fund im court in this country —J urisdic- 


tion.—Spurrier’s Settlement, De Hayn v. Loveland, OH.D. STIRLING, 
3. W.R. 342 
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MANDAMU 
See Charity, 1; Justices, 1; Local Government, 1; Metropolis, 
6; Practice, 10 


MARRIED WOMAN— 


1. Justices—Summary jurisdiction—Application by wife for 


separation County court—Jurisdiction—Summary juris- 
diction (Married Women) Act, 1895 (58 & 59 Vict. c. 39), ss. 4, 5.— 
Cale v. James, Q.B.D., W.R. 317 

2. Justices—Summary Jurisdiction (Married Women) Act, 1895 
(58 & 59 Vict. c. 39)—Order of justices under section 5—Mode of 
appeal—Section 11.—Manders v. Manders, 9.B.D., W.R. 287 

3. Restraint on anticipation—Practice—Costs—Married Women’s 
Property Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 63), s. 2.—Hood-Barrs v. 
Heriot, H.1., 8,J. 347 

4. Will—Legacy and share of residue ‘‘to be paid” to married 
woman with restraint upon anticipation—Absolute unfettered gift. 
—Fearon, Re, Hotchkin vy. Mayor, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., W.R, 232 


MASTER and SERVANT— 

1. Defect in condition of machinery—Absence of safeguard— 
Employers’ Liability Act, 1880 (43 & 44 Vict. c. 42), 8. 1, sub- 
section 1.—Tate v. Latham, apr., W.R. 400 

2. Employers’ liability—Notice of injury—Statutory defence— 
Notice thereof—Employers’ Liability Act(43 & 44 Vict. c. 42), s. +— 
County Court Rules, ord. 10, rr. 10 and 18,—Conroy v. Peacock, 
Q.B.D., §,J. 425 


METROPOLIS— 

1. Building—Party structure notice—Adjoining owner—Posses- 
sion of premises under building agreement—London Building Act, 
1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. ccxiii.), s. 90, s.'5, sub-sections 29, 32.—List v. 
Tharp, CH.D. CHITTY, J., W.R. 243 

2. Building—Party wall—New brickwork—London Building 
Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. ccxiii.), s. 64, sub-section 18.—Aerated 
Bread Co. v. Shepherd, CH.D. NORTH, J., §.J. 385 

3. “ Building structure or work’”’”—Notice to district surveyor— 
Temporary seating—London Building Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 
ccxiil.), ss. 78, 145, 200 (11b.).—-Venner v. McDonell, 9.3.D., W.R. 
267 


4. County council—Dangerous structure—Notice to remove or 
repair— Recovery of expenses—Ministerial duty of county council— 
London Building Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. ccxiii.), ss. 103, 106.— 
London County Council v. Hobbis, 9.B.D., W.R, 270 

5. Sewer—Drain—Combined drain laid with sanction of Metro- 
politan Commissioners of Sewers—Metropolis Management Act, 
1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 102), s. 112.—Appleyard v. Lambeth Vestry, 
app., W.R. 370 

6. Sewer—Drain—Liability to repair—Vestry— Writ of mandamus 
—Alternative remedy—aAction for declaration of right—Ord. 25, r. 
5.—Reg. v. Camberwell Vestry, Q.B.D., W.R. 335 

7. Street—New street—Adjoining owner—Metropolis Manage- 
ment Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 102), s. 112.—Arter v. Hammer- 
emith Vestry, Q.B.D., §.J. 351; W.R. 398 

See also Nuisance, 1; Poor Law, 4 


MINES— 

Justices—Quarry left unfenced — ‘‘ Occupier ’’—Metalliferous 
Mines lation Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 77), ss. 24, 35, 41— 
Quarries Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 42), 8. 2.—ZLe Neve Foster v. 
Newhaven Harbour Trustees, 2.B.D., §.J. 368 


MORTGAGE— 

1. Equitable mortgage by deposit—Declaration of trust—New 
trustee—Vesting declaration—Trustee Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 
53), 8. 12, sub-sections (1), (3); s. 50.—London and County Banking 
Co. v. Goddard, CH.D. NORTH, J., §.J. 295; W.R. 310 

2. Foreclosure—Receiver—Form of order.—Simmons v. Blandy, 
CH.D. NORTH, J., W.R. 296 

3. Tender—Cheque—Authority of mortgagee’s solicitor—Pay- 
ment under protest.— Blumberg v. Life Interests, &c., Securities Cor- 
poration, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 246 

See also Bankruptcy, 3; Fixture, 1 


NEGLIGENCE— 
See Landlord and Tenant, 5; Railway, 3 


NUISANCE— 
1, Metropolis management — Drain — Sewer — Liability—Con- 
an of rain-pipe with drain.—Holland v. Lazarus, Q.B.D., 
. 275 
2. Vacant a, of filth—Removal—Duty of landowner 
—Injunction—Public Health (London) Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. ec. 


76), ss. 13, 35, 138.—Attorney-General v. Tod-Heutley, arr., $.J. 
311; W.R. 394 





PATENT— 


Infringement—Importation from abroad.—Badische Anilan and 
Soda Fabrik v. Johnson, CH.D. NORTH, J., §.J. 242 
PENSION— 
See Bankruptcy, 6 
POOR LAW— 
1. Loan to guardians—Contract—Loan for fixed period payable 
by instalments — Act of Parliament — Construction — Effect of 


roviso—Implied alteration of contract—Poor Law Loans Act, 1871 
34 & 35 Vict. c. 11), s. 2.—West Derby Union v. Metropolitan Life 
Assurance Co., APP., 8.J. 293; W.R. 388 ) 

2. Rating—-Exemption—County council—Joint occupation by 
county council and justices.— Worcestershire County Council v. 
Worcester Union, aPP., §.J. 293; W.R. 309 ; ‘ 

8. Rating—Tithe rent-charge— Assessment— Deductions —Lia- 
bility to repair chancel—Tenant’s profits.—St. Asaph (Dean) v. 
Llanrhraiadr-yn-Mochnant Overseers, aPP., W.R, 375 

4. Rating — Valuation list — Notice of objection — Assessment 
committee—A —Union Assessment Committees Act, 1862 _ 
& 26 Vict. c. 103), ss. 18, 19—Valuation (Metropolis) Act, 1869 (32 
& 33 Vict. c. 67), ss. 11, 32.—Reg. v. London Justices, Q.8.D., W.R. 
247 

5. Settlement—Derivative settlement—Residence—Computation 
of time—Period of residence as a patient in a hospital —Residence 
under sixteen apart from parent—Irremovability—Poor Removal 
Act, 1846 (9 & 10 Vict. c. 66), s. 1—Divided Parishes and Poor Law 
Amendment Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vict. c. 61), 8. 34.—St. Olave’s 
Union v. Canterbury Union, Q.B.D., 8.J. 243; W.R. 302; app., 8.J. 
423 

See also Practice, 10; Railway, 4 


POWER— 


Appointment—Deed thirty years old—Presumption of law— 
Marriage settlement purporting to exercise power of appointment 
—Execution by attorney of appointor—Mere production of deed 
insufficient evidence—Invalid exercise.— Airey, Re, Airey v. Staple- 
ton, CH.D. KEKEWIOH, J., W.R. 286 

See also Will, 2 


PRACTICE— 


1. Administration action—Costs—Defendant trustees—Severance 
of defence—Apportionment of costs—Discretion of court—Appeal 
—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 65, r. 1.—IJsaac, Re, Cronbach v. Isaac, APP., 
W.R. 262 

2. Appeal—Stay of execution—Order for security for costs of 
appeal—Non-compliance with order for security— Postponement 
of application until security given.— British Investors’ Corporation, 
Re, app., §.J. 384 

3. Appeal from a decision of an official referee—Leave to appeal 
to Court of Appeal—Judicature Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 16), s. 
1, sub-section 5.—Murdock v. Bournemouth (Mayor), @.B.D., 8.J. 
258 

4. Consolidation of actions—Application by plaintiff—Ord. 49, 
r. 8.—Martin v. Martin, app., 8.J. 240; W.R. 260 

5. Costs—Administration action—Payment to trustees under 
order of court—Stay of order—Jurisdiction—Delay—R. 8. C., 1883, 
ord. 65, r. 11.—-Scowby v. Sccwby, aPP., 8.J. 330 

6. Costs—Order as to costs made by judge at chambers—Power 
4 judge at trial to interfere—Ord. 14, r. 9.—Koosen v. Rose, APP., 

~R. 337 

7. Costs—Solicitor—Plaintiff made party without authority— 
Motion to strike out name—<Action discontinued—Judicature Act, 
1875 (36 & 37 Vict. c. 77), s. 21—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 26, r. 1; ord. 
78, r. 2.—Gold Reefs of Western Australia v. Dawson, OH.D. NORTH, 
J., W.R. 285 

8. Costs—Solicitor—Repayment of costs—Appeal.—Hood Barrs 
v. Crossman & Prichard, H.1., 8.J, 347 

9. Discovery—Production of documents—Documents in - 
sion of former solicitor—Solicitor’s lien—Dispute as to bills of costs. 
—Lewis v. Powell, CH.D. STIRLING, J., §.J. 

10. Mandamus — Vaccination Acts — Refusal of guardians to 
enforce—Application by urban sanitary authority—No legal right 
to performance of the duty sought to be enforced. — Reg. v. 
Lewisham Guardians, 2.BD., W.R. 346 

11. Motion for judgment at assizes — Jurisdiction—R. 8. C., 
1883, ord. 27, r. 11.—Greenwood v. Briggs, 9.B.D. §.J, 409 ; 

12. Parties—Several defendants—Severability of cause of action 
—Motion for judgment—Service of notice of motion—Ord. 27, r. 
ae v. Australasian Territories Co., CH.D. STIRLING, J., 

J. 349 

13. Payment into court—Issue—Method of leaving issue to jury 
—Ord. 22, r. 22—Judicature Act, 1875, s. 22.— Williams v. Goose, 
App., 8.J. 311; W.R. 308 
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See also Arbitration, 1 an ala Bankruptcy, 7; Con- 
tract, 2; Metropolis, 6; Railway, 1 


PRINCIPAL and AGENT — 


See Contract, 3, 5 


PROBATE— 
1. Company executors—Administration with the will annexed to 
via sole surety.— Hunt, In the Goods of, P.D. & A.D., 
236 
2. Will—Revocation — Evidence — Admissibility—Statements of 
testatrix after date of will.—Atkinson v. Morris, app., W.R, 293 


PUBLIC HEALTH— 
See Local Government, 4-7; Nuisance, 2 


QUARRY— 

See Mines 

RAILWAY— 

1. Compensation—Lands taken or injuriously affected—Order 
for trial of question in High Court—Jurisdiction of master—Ord. 
54, r. 12—Regulation of Railways Act, 1868 (31 & 32 Vict. c. 119), 
8. 41.—Donisthorpe v. Manchester and Sheffield Railway Co., APP., 
S.J. 403; W.R. 386 

2. Judgment against—Execution—Private Act of Parliament— 
Action not on a contract—The Railway Companies Act, 1867 (30 
& 31 Vict. c. 127), s, 4.—Manchester and Milford Fees Co. v. 
Cambrian Railway Co., OH.D. STIRLING, J., W.R. 33 

3. Negligence—Daty to fence line—Duty to maintain fence 
erected more than five years after opening of line—Railways 
Clauses Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c. 20), ss. 68, 73.—Dixon v. Great 
Western Railway Co., apr., W.R. 226 

4. Rating—Station buildings—Roof, platforms, and adjuncts of 
station—Rating of ‘‘land used as a railway”—Llandudno Im- 
provement Act, 1854 (17 & 18 Vict. c. cii.), ss. 67, 68, 79.—London 
and North-Western Railway v. Llandudno Commissioners, Q.B.D., 
W.R. 350 

5. Through booking — Reasonable facility — Consideration of 
public interest—Railway and Canal Traffic Acts, 1854 (17 & 18 
Vict. c. 31), 8. 2, and 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 25), 8. 25.—Didcot Rail- 
way Co. v. Great Western Railway Co., aPr., W.R. 282 


RECEIVER— 

See Executor, 2; Mortgage, 2 

1. Pollution—Consent order—Non-compliance—Tidal waters— 
Jurisdiction of county court—Estoppel—Rivers Pollution Preven- 
tion Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vict c. 75), ss. 3, 10, 20—Ribble Joint Com- 
mittee v. Croston Urban Council, a3.D., W.R, 348 

2. Water—Bed of river—Recession of water—Change of bed— 
Riparian owner—Owner of several fishery.—Hindson v. Ashby, 
app., W.R. 252 


SCHOOL— 
See Election Law, 3; Local Government, 5 


SETTLED LAND— 

1. Capital money — Repairs — Jurisdiction — Salvage — Infant 
tenant in tail in ion—Settled Land Act, 1882 (45 & 46 
Vict. c. 38), 8. 25—Settled Land Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. o. 69), 
em fawker, Re, Duff v. Hawker, OH.D. KEKEWIOH, J., 

2, English land—Infant beneficiary ha Colonial domicile— 
Sale—Ap e—n of Colonial feusteon Beitiod Land Act, 1882 
(45 & 46 Vict. c. 38), s. 2, a (1), (8); ss. 38, 59, 60.— 
oe Re, aPP., "87. 240; 277 

3.. Jurisdiction—London iaicholdenfant—Paling = one 
rebuilding houses—Mortgage of settled land.— Mo: 

a eee v. Montagu, OH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 8.J. 350 ; owe 

4. Sale of heirlooms and investment in land—Liability to charges 
—BSettled Land Act, 1882, s. 24, sub-sections (2), (5); s. 4 
Marlborough (Duke) and Governors of Queen Anne’s Bounty, Re 
CH.D. ROMER, J., §.J, 387 

5. Tenant for life—Payment to tenant for life to secure concur- 
rence in lease—Fine—Best rent—Fraud or power—Settled Land 
Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 38), ss. 4, 6, 7, 45, 58, 54—Settled Land 
Act, 1884 (47 & 48 Vict. c. 18), as. 3, 4, 6—Settled Land Act, 1890 
ers. & 54 Vict. c. 69), 8. 7.— handler v. Bradley, CH.D, STIRLING, J., 


ies ales Btctare, 2 


SETTLEMENT— 


1. Appointment of stock sufficient to raise a net sum—Duty.— 
Saunders, Re, Gore v. Sawnders, CH.D, STIRLING, J., §.J. 438 








2. Covenant to settle after-acquired property—Investments of 
income and accumulations of income of such inyestments.— 
pare ret we ROMER, a 8.J. 405 EASE 

3. Voluntary ent — arrangemen’ pay 
creditors—Death of ettlors—Linbility of settled estate.— Priestley 
v. Ellis, CH.D. KEKEWIOH, J., 8.J, 296 

See also Bankruptcy, 9, 10 


SHIP— 

1. Bill of lading—Proceedings in foreign court—Sale of ship in 
foreign port—Ju t in rem.—Minns Craig Steamship Co. v. 
Chartered Bank of India, aPr., 8.J. 310; W.R. 338 

2, Maser and aren, Lens mone tone (ere 00 Vine 
an me— t Shipping c 
t Wege_teeaokaaee on, BJ. 406 by master for th 

t-off -Advances of wages e by mas or the 

BPs of slops by seamen deserters — Gratuities—Merchant 
Bhipping Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 60), ss. 167, 221, 232.—Park- 
dale, I ee P.D. & A.D., W.R. 368 


also Insurance 
SOLICITOR— 

1. Costs—Infant made plaintiff without authority—Application 
by defendants—Liability of tiffs’ solicitors. —Geiliger v. Gibbs, 
CH.D, KEKEWICH, J., 8.J. 243; W.R. 315 

2. Costs—Limitations—Cause of action—Solicitors Act, 1843 (6 & 


Vict. c. 73), s. 37--Statutes of Limitations, 21 Jac. 1, c. 16; 8. 3; 
4 & 5 Anne, c. 16, 8. 19.—Coburn v. Colledge, APP., 8.J. 408 

3. Costs—-Taxation—Interest—Administration ‘action — General 
Order under Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, r. 7.—McMurdo, Re, 
Penfield v. McMurdo, 08.D. NORTH, J., W.R. 244 

4. Costs—Taxation—Joint application of mo solicitor 
and his bankrupt client—Submission of a to pay.—Battams 
and Hutchinson, Re, CH.D. KEKEWIOH, J., §.J. 38 

5. Costs—Taxation — Remuneration — Ee tade fee — Per- 
centage— General Order under Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, 
Schedule I., Part II.; and rule 6.—M’Garel, Re, Lunacy, 8.J. 246; 
W.R, 321 

6. Costs—Taxation after bill delivered more than twelve months 
—Agency ange bill.— Pomeroy & 
Tanner, Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J., W.R. 245 

7. Lien— Production of documents.—Biggs and Roche, Re, OH.D. 
KEKEWICH, J., §.J. 277 

See also Company, 11; Mortgage, 3; Practice, 7-9 


SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE— 
See Vendor and Purchaser, 5 


TITHE— 
See Poor Law, 3 


TRADE-MARK— 

1. “‘Common law” trade-mark—Name—lIntent to deceive— 
Evidence—Injunction—Account—Coste.—Sazlehner v. Apollinaris 
7 ‘Gugeuiaed ook Word ca phical as well 

2 graphi — geogra as well as 
another ‘Word which has become descriptive of a 

particular article— t of trade-mark where there is no 
goodwill Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1888 Soe & 52 
ict , 8. 10—Patents, , and Trade-Marks 
(46 & 47 Vict. c. 57), s. 70.—M ia Metal Co.'s Trade- Marks, Re, 
CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 8.J. 312; W.R. 406 

3. Royal crown—Practice of the Trade-marks Office—Instruc- 

tions to a ee ee -marks Rules, 1890, r. 30—Validity.— 


Konig & Trade-Mark, Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J., W.R. 230 
TRUSTEE— 
1. Breach of trust—Im investment—Trustee Act, 1893, s. 
9, sub-section 1—J Act, 1896, s. 3.—T'urner, Re, 


Barker v. Ivimey, CH.D, BYRNE, J., §.J. 313 
. Precatory trust—Heirlooms—Gift—Words of request.—Hill 
v. Hits, APP., BJ. 292 ; b adh: $71 
See also Frauds, Statute of ; Mortgage, 1; Settled Land, 2 


ee 
Notice-—Service—Proof— Vaccination Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vict. 
c. sa) 8. 31.—Holloway v. Coster, Q.B.D., W.R. 319 


parent—Summons—Order i 4 
eg a Te ee 
c. 84), s. 31.—Southcombe v. 


Vaccination Act, 1867 (30 & 31 
rae Guardians, Q.B.D., W.R. Pitas - 
t to enforce vaccination—Vaccina- 
tion officer—Authori te of ent—Vaccination 
Fhe ae cerca get 


1867 (30 & 31 Vict. c, 84), s. 31—Local 
Order, 3lst of October, 874, articles 16, 17.—Bramble v. Lowe, 
soar byl ead: 

also Practice, 10 








§ DIGEST. 
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VENDOR and PURCHASER— 

1. Conditions of sale—Defect in title discovered aliunde— 
Minerals—“‘ Incorrect statement, error, or omission in particulars 
of sale”—Compensation.—Neal and Drew’s Contract, Re, CH.D. 
KEKEWICH, J., 8,J, 274 

2. Contract for sale of Jand—Sale by auction—Authority of 
auctioneer or his clerk to sign memorandum on behalf of purchaser 
Statute of Frauds (29 Car. 2, c. 3), s. 4.—Bell v. Bails, on.D. 
STIRLING, J., §.J, 331; W.R. 378 

3. Power of sale—Assigns—Validity of sale by.—Rumney and 
—_ Contract, Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J., §,J, 424 

with notice — Recitals — Estoppel. — Trinidad 

Anpait Co. v. Coryat, P.0., W.R. 225 
5. Specific performance—Agreement for sale of public- house— 
Option to determine if ‘licence indorsed or otherwise aff 


before completion—Refusal of application by purchaser for | 


temporary authority to carry on business.—TZadcaster Tower 
Brewery Co. v. Wilson, CH.D. ROMER, J., §.J. 387 
See also Bankruptcy, 10; Contract, 4-6 


VEXATIOUS ACTIONS ACT, 1896— 
Vexatious proceedings instituted before the passing of the Act— 
‘* Reasonable qround "—Veustiges Actions Act, 





1896 (59 & 60 | 


Vict. c. 51.—Chaffers, Re, Attorney-General, Ex parte, O.B.D., 
W.R. 365 


WATER— 

Water rate—Covenant to pay water rate—Lessor and lessee— 
Water supplied for domestic use—Water supplied for trade pur- ~~ 
poses— Waterworks Clauses Act, 1847 (10 & 11 Vict. c. 00% 8. 3— 
The New River Company’s Act, 1852 (15 & 16 Vict. c. 160), ss. 35, 

38, 40.—Floyd v. Lyons, aPp., 8.J. 348 
See also Local Government, 7; River, 2 


WILL— 

1. Construction—Hotchpot clause.—Cozier, Re, Humphreys v. 
Gadsden, arr., §.J. 294; W.R. 376 

2, Power—Gift for life—Power to Default of appoint- 
ment—Gift by implication.— Weekes’ , Re, CH.D, ROMER, J., 
W.R. 265 

3. Tenant for life and remaindermen—Leaseholds—Liability 
a3 — .—Ridding, Re, Thompson v. Ridding, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 

40. 

4. Tenant for life and remainderman—Rents and profits—Land 
—Conversion of leaseholds—Rule in Howe v. Earl of Dartmouth.— 
Game, Re, Game v. Young, OH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J. 438 

See also Charity, 2; Married Woman, 4; Probate, 2 

















